CITY OF ‘_“._/)*// |
A[:]BHRN AGENDA BILL APPROVAL FORM

N WASHINGTON

Agenda Subject: Resolution No. 4585 Date: April 13, 2010

Department: Planning and Attachments: Resolution No. 4585 Budget Impact: N/A
Development

Administrative Recommendation:
City Council adopt Resolution No. 4585.

Background Summary:

Beginning in December 2008 through summer 2009, City staff attended the King County Growth Targets
Committee meetings to discuss the 10-year population (housing units) and employment (jobs) targets
allocation process. Planning and Community Development Committee (PCDC) were briefed several
times during this process (March 23, 2009; May 11, 2009; June 8, 2009; July 27, 2009, and August 10,
2009)

While the King County Growth Targets Committee was meeting, regular briefings were provided to the
King County Planning Council (April 15, 2009, July 15, 2009, and September 16, 2009). The King County
Planning Council {GMPC}) is the committee that recommends approval of amendments to the Countywide
Planning Policies. The GMPC took action, recommending approval of the amendments at their October
28, 2002 meeting. Auburn has been allocated a housing unit target of 9,620 and an employment target of
19,350 jobs. As presented to the PCDC, the City has sufficient capacity through existing zoning to
accommodate this growth. The proposed amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies
were then forwarded to the Metropolitan King County Council for action on behalf of unincorporated King
County. The County Council approved and ratified the amendments on January 25, 2010 and became
effective on February 14, 2010,

Amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies become effective when ratified by
ordinance or resolution by at least 30 percent of the city and county governments representing 70 percent
of the population of King County. A city is deemed to have ratified the amendments unless, within 90
days of adoption by King County, the city takes legislative action to disapprove the amendments. The
Planning and Community Development Committee reviewed the resolution at their April 12, 2010
meeting. ’
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RESOLUTION NO.4585
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF AUBURN,
WASHINGTON, RATIFYING THE AMENDMENTS TO
THE KING COUNTY COUNTYWIDE PLANNING
POLICIES
WHEREAS, on July 1, 1990, the Growth Management Act (the GMA) became
effective (Chapter 36.70A Revised Code of Washington); and
WHEREAS, under federal and state law, the Puget Sound Regional Council
(PSRC) has specific responsibilities for transportation and growth management
planning; and
WHEREAS, the Washington State Office of Financial Management forecasts
population of counties and issues those forecasts every five years; and
WHEREAS, counties and cities collaborate to allocate that forecasted population
every ten years; and
WHEREAS, PSRC adopted VISION 2040 as the growth management,
environmental, economic, and transportation vision for the centrai Puget Sound region;
and
WHEREAS, VISION 2040 provides a common framework for the region's
Metropolitan Transportation Plan and Regional Economic Strategy, as well as
countywide planning policies and local comprehensive plans; and
WHEREAS, VISION 2040 established regional geographies for accommodating
the regions growth over the next_thirty years and the City of Auburn is designated a
Core City; and

WHEREAS, the Core City geography is anticipated to accommodate thirty-two

percent of the Puget Sound region’s growth; and
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WHEREAS, the City participated in the amendment process and helped develop
the proposed amendmeﬁts to the King County Countywide Planning Policies through
participation in regional meetings through Suburban Cities Associatidn;_and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendmenté to the King County Countywide Planning
Policies were reviewed and recommended approval by the Growth Management
Planning Council; and

WHEREAS, amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies must
be ratified by ordinance or resolution by at least 30 percent of the city and county
governments representing 70 percent of the population of King County; and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan King County Council approved and rati%ied the
amendments on behalf of unincorporated King Co-unty and became effective on
February 14, 2010.

| NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUBURN
HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

Section 1. The amendments to the King County 20l12 — Countywide Planning
Policies as shown by Exhibit A to this resolution are hereby ratified by the City of
Auburn.

Section 2. A certified copy of this Resolution shall be forwarded to the Clerk of
the Metropolitan King County Council.

Section 3. That the Mayor is authorized to implement such administrative
procedures as may be necessary to carry out the directives of this legislation.

Section 4. That this Resolution shall take effect and be in full force upon

passage and signatures hereon.
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Dated and signed this day of

CITY OF AUBURN

, 2010.

PETER B. LEWIS
MAYOR
ATTEST:

Danielle E. Daskam, City Clerk

. APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Exhibit A

H A
King County

Metropolitan, King County Council
Anne Noris, Clerkof the Councll

Klng County Courtholse” -

516/ Third ‘Avenue; Room W1039
Seattle, WA'98104-3272

‘Tel: 206-206-1020

Fax: 206-205-8165:

TTY[TDD 206-296-1024

Emall: anne.noris@kingcounty.gov:
Web: wwy.l.kl_ngcounty.ggv_/couhcil/c_lerk

‘F_ebruar_y 17,2010

The Honorable Pete Lewis
City.of*Auburn

25 West Main Street
Auburn, WA 98001-4998

Dear Mayor Lewis:

We.are pleased to forward for your consideration and ratification the enclosed
amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPP).

On January 25,2010, the Metropolitan King County Council approved and
ratified the amendments on behalf of unincorporated King County. The
Ordinances became effective February 14, 2010. Copies of the King County
Council staff reports, ordinances and Growth Management Planning Council
motions are enclosed to assist you in your review of these-amendments.

In accordance with the Countywide Planning Policies, FW-1, Step 9,
amendments become effective when ratified by ordinance or resolution by at
least 30 percent of the city and county governments representing 70 percent of
the population of King County according to the interlocal agreement. A city will
be deemed to have ratified the amendments to'the CPP unless, within 90 days of
adoption by King County, the city takes legislative action to disapprove the
amendments. Please note that the 90- day deadline for this amendment is
Saturday, May 15, 2010.

If you adopt any:legislation relative to this-action, please send a copy of the
legislation by the close of business, Friday, May 14, 2010, to Anne Noris, Clerk of
the Council, W1039 King County Courthouse, 516 Third Avenue, Seattle, WA
98104, anne.noris@kingcounty.gov.

————




If you have any questions about the amendments or ratification process, please
contact Paul Reitenbach, Senior Policy Analyst, King County Department of
Development and Environmental Services, at 206-296-6705, or Rick Bautista,
Metropolitan King County Council Staff, at 206-296-0329.

, Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Bob Ferguson, Chair Dow Constantine
Metropolitan King County Council King County Executive
Enclosures

cc: King County City Planning Directors
‘ Suburban Cities Association
Paul Reitenbach, Senior Policy Analyst, DDES
Rick Bautista, Council Staff, Environment and Transportation Committee

(ETC)




November 19, 2009

The Honorable Dow Constantine
Chair, King County Council
Room 1200
COURTHOQUSE

Dear Councilmember Constantine:

tam pleased to submit two motions that have been approved by the Growth Management
Planning Council (GMPC). Under the intertocal agreement that established the GMPC,
motions are first appraved by GMPC. King County Council inust then approve the motions
and ratify it for the unincorporated area. Finally, the motions are sent to all of the cities in King
County for ratification. There are no fiscal impacts to King County goverunent as a result of
these motions.” '

The attached two motions are the result of regional cooperation. Each received unanimous
approval by the Growth Management Planning Council; however the City of Sealtle
representatives abstained from voting on Motion 09-2. The first of these Motions, GMPC
Motion 09-1, adopls a work plan and schedule to address the policy framework for allocation of
regional services and facilities. The second Motion, GMPC Motion 09-2, amends the
Countywide Planning Policies updating existing policies to provide for housing and
employment targets for the period 2006-2031. This motion also amends Table LU-1 of the
Countywide Planning Policies by replacing the existing Household and Employment Growth
Targets for the 2001-2022 period with new Housing and Employment Growth Targets for the

2006-2031 period.



The [Honorable Dow Conslantine
Noveber 19, 2009
Page 2

For further information regarding this transmittal. please contact Stephanie Warden, Dicector,
Department of Department and Environmental Services, at 206-296-6700 ot by email at
Stephanie.warden@@kingcounty.gov.

Sincerely,

Kurt Triplett ‘
King County Executive

Enclosures

cc: King County Counciltnembers
ATTN: Tom Bristow, Interim Chief of Staff
Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council
Frank Abe, Communications Director
" Beth Goldberg, Deputy Director, Office of Management and Budget
Stephanie Warden, Director, Department of Development and Eavirowmental
. Services (DDES)
Paul Reitenbach, Comprehensive Plan Project Manager, DDES
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KING COUNTY 1206 Kimg County Cowrthouse

316 third Avenue
Seatelz, WA 981104

Signature Report

January 25, 2010

Ordinance 16747

‘Proposed No. 2009-064 1.1 Sponsors Hague a.nd Phiilipﬁ
| AN ORDINANCE adopting amendments to the

Countywide Planning Policies; adopting a work plan and
schedule to address policies related to allocation of regional
services, and adopting new housing and employment
growth targets, and ratifying the amended Countywide
Planning Policies for unincorporated King County: and
amending Ordinanlcc 10450, Section 3, as amended, and
K.C.C. 20.10.030 and Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as
amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040,

BEIT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

SECTION L. Findings:

.A. The metropolitan K.ing County council adopied and ratified the Grp\'vth

Management Planning Council recommended King County 2012 - Countywide Plannin g

Policies (Phasc 1) in July 1992, under Ordinance 10450.

B. The metropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Phase il
amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies on.'Apgust .157 1994, under Ordinance
11446. |

C. The Growth Management Planning Council met on October 28, 2009 aﬂd

voted to recommend amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies,

.:‘:--. .
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Qrdinance 16747

adopting Motion 09-[ approving a work plz}n and sche'dute to address the policy
lramework for atlocation of regional services and facilities as shown in Attachment A to
this ordinance and adopting Motion 09-2 amending Table LU-[ of the Countywide
Planning Policies and approving related policy amendments as shown on Attachment B
to this ordinance,

SECTION 2. Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amended,and K.C.C. 20.10.030 we
each hereby amended to read as follows:

‘A. The Phase [I Amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide Planning
Policies attached to Ordinance 11446 are hereby approved and adopted.

B. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policics are amended, as shown by Attachiment | to Ordinance 12627.

C. The Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Poli.cies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 tg Ordinance 12421,

D. The Phase 11 Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260.

E. The Phase [T Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended,'as shown by Attachments ] through 4 to Ordinance 13415.

F. The Phase IT Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amendccl; as shown by Attachments ].through 3 to Ordinance 13858.

G. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment [ to Ordinance 14390

H. The Ph_ase IT Amendments to.the King County 2Q]2 - Countywide Plarmin;g

Policies are 'amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 1439].

2
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. The Phase ([ Amendments to the King Coun.ly 2012 - Countywide Plamlling
Polictes are amended, as shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14392,

J. The Phase [I Amendments to ll-le King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14652,

K. The Phase [ Amendments to the King Com}ty 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 14633.

L. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14654,

M. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachmei.]t | to.Ordinance 14655. |

N. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are émcnded, as shown by Attachments | and 2 to Ordinance 14656.

O. The Phase [I amendmients to the King County 2012 - Counlywide Planning
Poli;ies are amended, as shown by Attachmeng A to Ordinance 14344,

P.‘The Phase 1I Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies arg amended as shown by, Altac_hments' A, B and C to Ordinance 15121,

Q. The Phase 1I Amendineats to the King County 2012 - Counlywi&c Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15122.

R. The Phase [l Amendments fo the King County 2012 - Countywide Plamli.ng |
Palicies are amended, as shown by A.ltachllnent Ato Ordinan.ce -l 5123.

S. Phase 11 Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide P‘lanning'

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A and B to-Ordinance 15426.
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Ordinance 16747

T. Phase [[ Anvendments fo the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A, B, and C to Ocdinance 13709,

Y. Phase [l Amendments to the King County 20.12 - County-wvide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16036.

V. Phasg {I Amendments to the King Co.unty 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A, B, C, D, E,.F and G to Ordinance
L6151, | |

W. Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16334, and those items
numbered | though L1, 13 and 15 as shown on Attachment B to Ordinance 16334, are
hereby ratified on beh_a!f of the population of unincorporated King County. Those items
numbered 12 and 14, shown as struck-through on Attachment B to Ordinance 16334, are
not ratified.

X. Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide P tanning
Policies are amended as shown b& Attachment A to Ordinance 16333,

Y. Phase [i Am.endm-ents to the King Céunty 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16336.

Z. Phase 1l Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Plannine

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachmenis A and B to this ordinance.

SECTION 3. Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040 are
each hereby amendeil to read as follows:
A. Countywide Planning Policies adopted by O:‘dinance 10450 for the purposes

specified are hereby ratified on behalf of the poi)ulation of unincorporated King County.

4
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Ordinance 16747

B. The amendments to I[IIC Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
10840 are hereby ratified on behatt of-the population of unincorporated King County.

C. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
11061 are bereby ratified (.)n behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

D. The Phase II amel-ldments to the King County 2012 Cou.ntywide Planuing
Policies adopted by Ordinance 11446 are hereby ratified 6:1 behalf of the population of
unincorporated King County. |

E. The amendinents to the King County 20 12 - Coumy\x;ide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachiment | to Ordinance 12027 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population ofunincoméraled King County.

F. The amendments to the King Cqunty 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 12421, are heteby ratified on behalf of the
pOpulati;)n of unincorpoﬁted King County.

G. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Altachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance {3260, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

H. The amendmguts to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Aftachment | through 4 to Ordinance 13415, are hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of unincorporated King County.

I. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858, are hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of unincorporated King County.
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J. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown byAltachmént | to Ovdinance 14390, are hereby ratilicd on behalf of the
populatica ot‘unincorpomted-King County.

K. The amendments to the King Couu_ly 2012 - Countywide Planning Policics, as
shown by Altachmgnt I to Ordinance 14391, are kereby ratitied on behalt of the
population of unincorporated King County.

L. The amendmeuts to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14392, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
popul-ation of unincorporated King County.

M. The-amc'ndments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment t to Ordinance 14652, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
populzition of un‘incorporated King County.

N. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countyivide Piannil.ag Policies, a‘s
shown by. Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 14653, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population 6f_u11incorporated King County.

0. "fhe amendments 1o the King County 2012 - Countywide Plannii g Policies, aé

shown by Attachment | to Ordinance 14654, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

_poputation of unincorporated King County.

P. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment | to Ordinance [4655, are hereby ratified on behalf of the.

popuiation of unincorporated King County.
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Ordinance 16747

Q. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Count.}'\-\ficle Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments | and 2 to Ordinance 14656, are hereby ratitied on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County. )

R. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 14844, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
p0[311121ﬁi011 of unincarporated King County.

S. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies. as
showrl b-)-' Attachments A, B and C to'Ordinance 15121, are hereby ratitied on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King County.

T. The amendments to tile King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policbics, as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15122, are he'reby ratitied on behalf of the
ﬁopulétion of unincorporated King County.

U. The qmendmems to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies. as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15123, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population ofunincorpm:ated King County. |

V. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown'by Attachments A and B' to Ordinance 15426, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorpomte;’i King County.

W. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywidé Planning Policies,

as shown by Attachments A, B, and C to Ordinance 15709, are hereby ratified on behalf

of the population of unincorporated King County.
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Ordinance 16747

X, The amendments to thz-? Kitig County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shogvn by Attachment A to Crdinancc 16036 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
poputation of unincorporated King County.

Y. The amendments to the Kﬁng County 2012 - Countywide Planntug Policies; as
shown by Attachments A, B, C, I, E, F and G to Ordinance {6} 5[,_are hereby ratified on
behall of the population.of unincorporated King County.

Z. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies. as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 16334, and those iiems numberéd I through I, 13
and 15, as shown in Attachment B to Ocdinance 16334, are herchy ratitied on behalf of
the bopulation ofunincorpc.n'atedKing County. Those items numbered 12 and 14, shown
as struck-through on Attachment B to d:‘dinéthé 16334, ace nol ratitied.

AA. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Plaiming Polices,
as shown by Attachinent A to Ordinance 16335 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

BB. The amendment to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies,
as shown by Attachment A of Ordinance 16336, is hereby ratified on behalt of the ‘
po;sglation of unincorporated King County. Additionally, by Ordinance 16336, au
amendment to the Interim Potential Annexation Area Map to include any additioﬁa}
uni ncorporated urban land created by the Urban Growth Area (UGA) amendment in the
Potential Annexation Area of the city of Black Diamond is hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of unincorbora[ed King County.




QOrdinance 16747

173

174 as shown by Attachments A and B to_this ordinance are hereby catified on behalt of the

175 population of vnincorporated King County. '

Ordinance 16747 was introduced on 11/23/2009 and passed by the Metropolitan King
County Council on 1/25/2010, by the follosving vote:

Yes: 8 - Ms. Drago, M. Philiips, Mr. von Reichbauer, Ms. Hague,
Ms. Patterson, Ms. Lambert, Mr. Ferguson and Mr. Dunn

No: 0

Excused: 1 - Mr. Gossett

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

W Be—

— n
Robert W, Ferguson, Cha _r o
- " —
ATTEST: : -
fae) 1
. [} (o8]
¢ y 2
-_.:;.x.)'. o
Anne Naoris, Clerk of the Council _ . 3 o
< -
e -
(4] ch
= Lh

.

APPROVED this L4 dayqr__Echman“‘ , a0

Dow Constantine, County Executive

Attachments: A. Motion 09-1, B. Motion-09-2

CC. The amendments {o the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies,
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1 6 2 4 ? 20090641 Aftachment A

10/28/09

Sponsored By: Executive Committee

AWpr

' MGTION NO. 09-1
A MOTION to adopt a work plan and schedule to address the
policy framework for allocation of regionat services and facilities.

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Planning Council has directed staff to develop
recommendations for a major update of the Countywide Planning Policies in 2010 to bring
those policies into consistency with Vision 2040. <

WEEREAS, the Growth Management Planning Council has developed proposed growth
targets for housing and employment, that implement the Regional Growth Strategy
contained in Vision 2040 while providing 20-year targets for cities to use in the next round
of GMA comprehensive plan updates. :

WHEREAS, since the Countywide Planning Policies were [irst adopted in 1992,

significant amounts of growth have occurred inside the urban growth area, within cities and
unincorporated King County, and particularly inside cities with designated urban centers,
where pending growth targets would dircct even greater amounts of growth .

BEIT RESOLVED THAT THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF
KING COUNTY HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS:

Direct staff to pursue a work plan for phase I of an update of the Countywide Planuing
Policics.

Goal of Work Program:

The GMPC will update the Countywuie Planning Policies to ensure consistency with the
Multi-County Planning Policies contained within Vision 2040, to ensure consistency with
the State Growth Management Act, to reflect current termindlogy and relevant references,
and to establish the policy framework for advancing the Regional Growth Strategy through
priotitized allocation of regional services and facilities. Phase One of the work plan is
focused on establishing one or more Framework policies that will advance the Regional
Growth Strategy through prioritized allocation of regional services and facilities; while
continuing to serve all communities in King County
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2009-0641 Altachment A

Context:
With the adoption of the new growth targets, King County is facing an increased amount of

growth countywide and a pattern of growth that concentrates housing and employment in
cities with Urban Centers. Communities throughout the county recognize that their ability
to accommodate growth depends on adequate provision of services and facilities, Furiher,
a number of cities are concerned that the existing provision of services and facilities are
inadequate to meet current needs. The first priority in developing the work program will
be to define the regional services and facilities that are necessary to support growth.

Direct staff to develop options for new CPP policy language that wiil prioritize regional
service delivery in ways that promote the tegional growth strategy. [n developing that
policy, staff should address these issues according to the schedule shown below:
s  Define what constitutes the "regional services" affected by this policy;
¢ Identify the existing policy basis for delivering regional services;
* Draft new policy options that address regional service delivery for GMPC
consideration by the end of the first quarter of 2010.

Schedule for further work on proposed policy options:

Task _ Due Date

Define regional services and facilities that are tied to growth 4" Qtr, 2009

Identify existing policy basis for future delivery of services and 4" Qtr, 2009

facilities _

Draft policy options for guidénce on deltvering &cgionél scrviceé March I, 2010.

and facilities

Present policy options to GMPC for first reading and discﬁssion End of 1* Qtr,

Revise policy options as directed by GMPC i?ild?/\pril, 2010

(A}ppfr)(gal of po[icyl amendment(s) and direction of next steps by Late April, 2010
M .

Adopted by the Growth Management Planning.Council of King County on October 28,
2009 in open session, and sipned by the chair of the GMPC.

Kurt Triplett, Chair,%rowth Martagement Planning Council
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16/28/09

Sponsored By: Executive Committee

fpr

MOTION NO. 09-2

A MOTION by the Growth Management Plarning Council of King
County recommending the amendment of the Countywide Planning
Policies updating existing policies to provide for housing and
employment targets for the period 2006-2031. This motion alseo
amends Table LU-1 of the Countywide Planning Policies by replacing
the existing Household and Employment Growth Targets for the
2001-2022 period with new Housing and Employment Growth
Tarpgets for the 2006-203 | period.

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Growth Management Act (GMA), the 2002
Countywide Planning Policies established household and employment targets for each city
and for King County through 2022; and

WHEREAS, the 2002 targets need to be updated to reflect projected growth through 2031

in accordance with the GMA (RCW 36 70A 110); and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policy FW-3 states that the adopted household and
employment targets shall be monitored by King County annually with adjustments made by
the Growth Management Planning Council utilizing the process established in FW-1, Step
6; and

WHEREAS since June, 2008 staff from King County and the cities in King County have
worked cooperatively to analyze and recommend new 20-year housing and employment
targets; and ' —

WHEREAS the Growth Management Planning Council met and discussed the updates of

 the housing and employment growth targets for the period 2006-2031, with opportunity for
" public comment on April 15, 2009, July 15, 2009 and September 16, 2009.
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BEIT RESOLVED THAT THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF
KING COUNTY HEREBY MOVES TO AMEND THE POLICIES, TEXT, AND TABLE
LU-1 OF THE COUNTYWIDE PLANNING POL[CIES AS FOLLOWS:

C Urban Areas

The following policies establish an Urban Growth Area (UGA), determine the amount of
household housing and employment growih to be accommodated within the UGA in the
Jorm of targets for each jurisdiction, and identify methods to phase development within this
area in order to bring certainty to long-term planning and development within the County.
All cities are Included in the UGA, with the cities in the Rural Area identified as islands of
urban growth. The UGA is a permanent designation. Land outside the UGA is designated

" for permanent rural and resource uses. Countywide Policies on Rural and Resource Areas

are Jound in Chapter IIIA, Resource Lands, and Chapter HIB, Rural Areas.

In accordance with the State Growth Management Act (GMA) (RCW 36.70A4.110), the State
Office of Financial Management (OFM) provides a population projection to each county.
The county, through a collaborative intergovernmental process established by the Growth
Management Planning Council, allocates the population as growth targets to individual
Jurisdictions. Forecasts prepared by the Puget Sound Regional Council are used to
establish the county employment projection. '

The process for allocating growth targets in King County is a collaborative exercise
involving input from the county and cities. The allocations determined through this process
are to be guided by existing relevant policies at the regional, countywide,_and local levels

and are to take into account best available dara on factors influencing fiture growth in the

region. asfotlows:

Husisdictions ach-subare ate-the-disiri 'g_pog,'e;

The housing and employment capacity in the UGA, based on'adbpred plans and regulations,

should accommodate the projected 20-year growth. Growth is 1o be accommodated within
permanent Urban Areas by increasing densities, as needed. Phasing should occur within

" the UGA, as hecessary, to ensure that services are provided as growth occurs.
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The {and use pattern for King County shall protect the natural enviconment by
reducing the consumption of land and concentrating development. An Urban
Growth Area, Rural Areas, and resource lands shall be designated and the
necessary implementing regulations adopted. This includes Countywide estab-
lishment of a boundary for the Urban Growth Area. Local jurisdictions shall
make [and use decisions based on the Countywide Planning Policies.

The Urban Growth Area shall provide enough land to accommodate future urban
development. Policies to phase the provision of urban services and to ensure
efficient usc of the growth capacity within the Urban Growth Area shall be
instituted,

FW-12(a) Al jurisdictions within King County share the responsibility to accommodate the

20-year population projection and job employment forecast. The-pepulation
pbﬁ%%&hﬂ%b&ass&gneé%e%e—fea&suhma%@&mg@%a&{&ﬁhew—gw

. Seuth-and-the Rural-Cities)-proportionate-with-the-share-o £ projected-employment

prowth: Anticipated growth shall be allocated pursuant to the following
objectives: -

a. To plan for a pattern of growth that is guided by the Regional Growth

Strategy contained in Vision 2040, the growth manageinent, transportation,

and economic development plan for the 4-county central Puget Sound repion;
To ensuce efficient use of land within the UGA by directing growth to Urban
Centers and Activity Centers; :

To limit development in the Rural Areas;

To protect designated resource lands;

To ensure efficient use of infrastructure;

To improve the Jobs/housmg balance within the county eﬁ—a—subafea-b&srs

To promote a land use pattern that can be served by public transponauml and -
other alternatives to the single occupancy vehicle; and

h. To provide sufficicnt opportunities for growth within the jurisdictions.

=

@ oe A

FW-12(b) The growth targets established pursuant to the methodology described in LU-25¢

and LU-25d shall be supported by both regional and local transportation -

~investments. The availability of an adequate transportation system is critically -

important to accornmodating growth. The regional responsibility shall be met by

.planning for and delivering county, state, and federal investments that support the

growth targets and the land use pattern of the County. This includes investments
in transit, state highways in key regional transportation corridors, and in improved
access 10 the designated Urban Centers. The local responsibility shall be met by
local transportation system investments that support (he achievement of the

targets.

FW—lZ(c) Ensurmg sufficient water supply is essential to accommodate growth and

conserve fish habitat. Due to the substantial lead-time required to develop water
supply sources, infrastructure and management strategies, long-term water supply
planning efforts in the Region must be ongoing,.
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Urban Growth Hrea

The Growth Management Act requires King County to designate an Urban Growth Area
in consultation with cities. The Countywide Planning Policies must establish an Urban
Growth Area that contains enough urban land to accommodate at least 20 years of new
population and employment growth. The Growth Management Act siates: “based upon
the population forecast made for the County by the Office of Financial Management, the
Urban Growth Areas in the County shall include areas and densities sufficient to perniit
urban growth that is projected to occur in the County for the succeeding 20-year period.
Each Urban Growth Area shall permit urban densities and shall include greenbelt and
open space areas.” An Urban Growth Area map is attached as Appendix 1, which guides
the adoption of the 1994 Metropolitan King County Comprehensive Plan. |

LU -25a Each jurisdiction shall plan for and accommodate the household housing and |

LU-25b

employment targets estabhshed pursuant to LU-25¢ and L.U-25d. This obligation

includes:

a. Ensuring adequate zoning capacity; and

b. Planning for and delivering water, sewer, transportation and other
infrastructure, in concert with federal and state investments and recognizing
where applicable special purpose districts; and

c. Accommodating increases 1n heuseheld housing and employment targets as
annexations occur,

The targets will be useil to plan for and to accommodate growth within each
jurisdiction. The targets do not obligate a jurisdiction to guarantec that a given
number of housing units will be built or jobs added during the planning period.

Growth targets for cach Potential Annexation Area shall be set as a proportional
share of the overall Urban Unincorporated Area target commensurate with the
PAA’s shace of total Unincorporated Urban Area housing and employment
capacity determined in the most recent Buildable Lands Report. As annexations
or incorporations occur, growth targets shall be adjusted. Heusehold Houging

~ and employment targets for each jurisdiction’s potential annexation area, as

adopted in Table LU-1, shall be transferred to the annexing jurisdiction or newly
incorporated city as follows: . :

a. King County and the respective city will determine new_housing heuseheld
and employment targets for areas under consideration for annexation prior to
the submittal of the annexation proposal to the King County Boundary
Review Board;

b. A city’s househeld housing and employment targets shall be increased by a
share of the target for the potentml annexation area proportionate to the share

-of the potential annexation area’s developmeént capacity located within the’
area annexed. In the case of incorporation, an equivalent formula shall be

used to establish heusehold housing and employment targets for the new city.
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Each city will determine how and where within their corporate boundaries to
accommodate target increases;

"The County’s unincorporated Urban areas targets shall be correspondingly
decreased to ensure that overall target levels in the county remain the same;
‘The heousehold housing and employment targets in Table LU-1 will be
updated periodically to reflect changes due to annexations or incorporations.
These target updates do not require adoption by the Growth Managemcnt
Plannirig Council.

LU -25¢ The target objectives identifiéd in FW-12a shall be realized through the foltowing
methodelogy for allocating housing heuseheld targets: \

a. Determine the additional population that must be accommodated countywide

byealoulating-the-difference-between-the-mest-recent Census-countand-the
Stat&@fﬁe&eﬁ&aaneml%magemeabpepul&ﬂen—pm;esﬂe&f&ﬁh&enéeﬁ
during the twenty year planning period based on the range of population
projections made by the State Office of Financial Management for the county

and 4-county central Pueet Sound region and. guided by the Regional Growth

- Strategy contained in Vision 2040;

. Smwemmg&ﬁemmmﬁesmﬁwmeﬁgfewth

thatis-assumed-to-oceur-in-the-unineorporated-Rusal-Area;
Assign proportions of the ueban countywide population growth to each of six

. Regional Geographies as defined by Vision 2040 to include Mctropohtan

Cities, Core Cities, Larger Cities, Small Cities, Unincorporated Urban

* Growth Areas, and Rural and Naturat Resource Lands the-four-subareas{Sea-

Shere-Seuth-Bast-and-Rueal Cities}-based-en-the proportion-of future
employmentgrowlh-forecasted-for-each-of these-subareas-by-the-Puget-Sound

Regional-Gouncil;

Allocate population growth to each Repgional Geography as guided by Vision

2040 and also taking into accouat additional factors;

Assume that a small amount of population-growth, approximately 3% to 4%
of the countywide total,_will occur in the Rural area: ‘
Convert the estimated projected population for each subareaUrban Regional
Geography to.an estimated number of households housing units needed,
using projected average household sizes, group guarters population, and
vacancy rates thatreflect-the-variation-among-those-subareas-observed-inthe
mostreeent-Congus,
Allocate a heusehold housing target to individual jurisdictions, within each
subarea Regional Geography, based on FW-12a and considering the
-following factors:
1. the availability of water and the capactty of the sewer system,;
2. the remaining portions of previously adopted household targets;
3. the presence of urban centers and activity areas within each jurisdiction;
4. the availability of zoned development eapacity-in each jurisdiction; and
5. the apparent market trends for housing in the area.
Jurisdictions shall plan for housing heuseheld targets as.adopted in Table LU-
}; and
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Menitoring should follow the process described in policy FW-1.

A portion of the urban employment growth will occur in Activity Areas and neighborhoods
in the Urban Area. This employment growth will support the Urban Centers, while
balancmg focal employment opportunities in the Urban drea

LU-25d The target objectives identified in FW-12a shall be realized through the following
methodology for allocating employmem targets;

a.

e.

Determine the number of jobs that must be accommodated in-each-of the-four

WMEMMWMM%MMM

accordance-with-the-mostrecent PSRCjob-estimates-and-foreeasts-for-during
the 20-year planning period based on the most recent forecast of employment
growth produced by the Puget Sound Regional Council for the four-county
central Puget Sound region, and guided by the Regional Growth Strategy
contained in Vigion 2040. Fe-aceount-foruncertainty-in-the-employment
forecastsrestablish-arange- ofnewjobs that must be-accommodated-in-each
subafea—ﬁﬂ{ess-e&eepﬂeﬁa-l—meamsmﬂeesd{e%ate—th 5e-an
either-side-of the PSRC-foresast: '
Assign proportions of the countywide employment growth to each of six
Regional Geographies as defined by Vision 2040 to include Metropolitan
Cities, Core Cities, Larger Cities, Small Cities Umncomorated Urban Growth
Areas, and Rural and Natural Resource Lands:

Allocate employment growth to each Regionat Geography as puided by
Vision 2040 and also taking into account additional factors:

Assume that a small amount of employment growth, less than 1% of the
countywide total, will accur in the Rural area;

Allocate an employment target to individual jurisdictions. within each Urban
Regional Geography, based on FW-12a and considering the following factors:

b—Fopeaehﬁubafeéhéeteaﬂme—me-pemHmMeﬁng&upenwh{eh

c.

jurisdictions-within-the subarea-will base-their targetsand-allocate,
employment-growtirtargets-to-individual jurisdictions-based-on-considesation
of the following:

1. the PSRC small area forecasis; _

2. the presence of urban centers, manufacturing/industrial centers, and
activity areas within each jurisdiction; ,

3. the availability of zoned commercial and industrial development capacity
in each jurisdiction and;

4. the access to transit, as well as to existing highways and arterials.

Jurisdictions shall plan for employment la;gcté as adopted in Table LU-1.
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@i ih,qm ]
Reglonal Geography Housing PAA Housing Brplyment PAA Enployment
iy f Subarea Target Target Target Target
- Nelt New bnils Hal Hew Unils it Hew Jobs et New Jabs
Matropofitan Qtles .
Bellevue 17,000 200 | 51,000
Sealtfs 86,000 146,700
Subtotal 103,000 193,700
Coro Ctles
Avbun 9,620 19,350 . -
Bothell 3,000 810 48001 - 00
Burien 3,900 . 4,600
Federsl Way 8,100 2,390 12300 90
Kent 7,800 £,560 13,200 190
Wrdand 7,40 1,370 20,200 650
Redmond * 10,200 540 23,000 -
Renton 14,835 1,895 3,000 170
SeaTac 5,808 15,300
Tukwila 4,800 50 13,560 2,050
Subtotal 75,155 167,250
Larger CRtleg
Des Molnes 3,000 5,000
Iss auaby 5,730 px] 20,000
Kenmare 1,500 3,000
Haple Valley** 1,500 1,060 2,000
Marcer [sland 2,000 1,000
Sammamish 4,000 350 1,800
Shoveline 5,000 5,000
Woodindlle 3,000 5,000
Subtotal 28,050 42,800
tSral Clias
Algora 190 210
Beaix Arts 3 3
Black Diamand 1,900 1,050
Carnation 30 370
Clhyde Hil 10 -
Cevington 1,470 1,320
Ouval 1,140 840
Enumeclaw 1,425 735
Hurs Point 3 -
Lake Forest Park 475 210
Heding 13 ‘.
Mlton 50 50 160
Hewcastie 1,200 735
MNorrnandy Park 120 &S
foith Band 665 1,050
Pacific 285 135 370 |-
Shykomish 10 .
Snodqualmie 1,615 1,050
Yarrow Polnt 14 -
Subtotal - 10,922 8168
Urban Unincorparated
Potential Annexation Areas 12,930 3,950
Noeth Hghline 1,360 2,530
Bear Creek PO 910 3,580
Undaimed Urban Urincorporated €50 o0
Subtotal 15850 10,150
King County UGA Total 233,077 428,068
* Targets base year b5 1006, PAA / diy targats have been adjusted to refled annexations through 2008.
** Target for Maple Valley PAA contingent on appreval of city - caunty Joint plan for Summit Place,
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ADOPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of King Caunty on October 28,
2009 in open session, and signed by the chair of the GMPC.

2ot St

Kurt Triplett, Chair, GxowiﬂManagemcnt Planning Council




